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[ Abstract] Objective: To investigate the biological function of TrxA in Burkholderia pseudomallei ( B. pseudomallei) , with a
focus on exploring the role of TrxA in regulating B. pseudomallei's biological activities. Methods: A TrxA gene deletion mutant
(ATrxA) was constructed using homologous recombination, and a complemented strain (ATrxA ::TrxA) was obtained via elec-
troporation. Using the wild-type (WT) B. pseudomallei strain as a control, systematically evaluated differences among the three
strains in terms of growth, motility, biofilm formation, antibiotic resistance, oxidative stress tolerance, and infectivity. Specific as-
says included: growth curve analysis, point plate and area measurement methods were used to evaluate motility, crystal violet
staining was used to detect biofilm formation, drug sensitivity plate was used to test antibiotic susceptibility, the Kirby-Bauer

method was used to evaluate oxidative stress tolerance, and colony counting and CCK-8 assays were used to assess bacterial adhe-
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sion and cytotoxicity to the host cells. Results: Compared to the WT and ATrxA ! TrxA strains, the ATrxA mutant exhibited sig-

nificantly reduced growth and motility (P<C0.05), as well as significantly decreased infectivity and cytotoxicity toward the host cells

(P<C0.05). Regarding biofilm formation, the ATrxA strain formed a more robust biofilm than the WT strain at 24 hour. However,

by the 72 hour, no statistical significant differences were observed among the three strains (P=>0.05). The ATrxA strain showed

increased resistance to certain antibiotics, while there were no statistical significant differences in tolerance to oxidative stress in-

duced by hydrogen peroxide among all three strains (P=>0.05). These findings suggested that TrxA plays a critical role in B. pseu-

domallei's biological activity, as well as infectivity and cytotoxic against the host cells. Conclusion: TrxA plays a key role in regu-

lating the growth, motility, biofilm formation, infectivity, and cytotoxicity of B. pseudomallei. This study provides a theoretical

basis for further elucidating the pathogenic mechanisms of B. pseudomallei and developing novel therapeutic targets.
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2 B JH R — B A 2 [Q T PR AT 2R B e
B IR M8 (Burkholderia pseudomallei, B. pseudom-
alled) 51N & I BAL YR T2 WAT T AR M
ZALRY BN [ R 2 7 PR ¢ 2 ES O e o
TR )RR S Oy W D e R
7 3 KURIT WA & 1) IR B8 vh o B B R AT T
JEE N B A e . 2R SR R I R R B e 248, 7]
PR e ) Jm R IR it A, A T T R S Sy DI
SE, BB R HAETT HR IR & . T B. pseu-
domallei B 55 K IR v BETR 25V, DL K 52 2% 09 B0 AL
il , HH B I RO R %R C R B 2 W 8
TEAE A PR A, A 4 3R 2 3 T A 45 R A5 1 6T Y
B Z—""" . TE B. pseudomallei &Y 1 11
U L e Sl ST N AR L e B B U A 2 Lo - i
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A7 AR T AL B 4808 28 1 (thioredoxin, Trx)
F G A e H K &R G855 78 N 1Y 2 R AL B 18 &
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W H LRI T S A4S TrxA L AhpC Al
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TER GG TR, TrxA 2 VT IR BOW & 2
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ALG3 W FR G E T DI RE T /5, TrxA SR J5 , SPI-2
TG ARG 58 B 7, R B Trx A 2 H i 9 B0 1E H
) B4R T T S B R R ctpD AT g
R AR B LN 2 5 TrxA 1) 48 16 fl D fg
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R AE A 43 BORE T R A T Tokyol72 gk, T 44
SV e A AR AT 1T B AR 6 HLO, 5 5 09 480 Ak 1 38 It
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SR SE 5 N A . SR, H AT OC T TrxA e
B. pseudomallei ™ (1) HAK ) fig I 55 05 P 19 56 R
ARt — L REMEWIR . AW B AR TrxA XF
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AE 3 Ko 1 EREVE R SE R, O # 78 HAE B. pseudom-
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144 RBRMAE AR5 BB A Rk (wild
type, WT )i HNBPOOT, i A 52 55 % MV B IIfe IR 28
ShJH AR RO AR TR A B RS, O H AR S R
1, BBk (ATrxA) (AR (ATrxA T TrxA) AR
S A8 5 ASA9 4 1A T 36 [ AR W b A BT TR
S AR

112 EZMHSEKA LY 2 (HEAL
FORCE) ; Z 1 it B bR (Biotek) ; Hi 5% {SCFN HL 75 Af
(Bio-Rad) ; — % b 55 77 46 (PHCD1) 5 3 38 2 G 8
(Motic) ; BamH [ #1 Xba [ BRI AN UG (NEB) ;
Jo 4% v P& i ClonExpress [l One Step Cloning Kit
(Vazyme) ; H 407 WE I EE K 8 2 (Biafrox) 5 1% 45
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fit 28 (Solarbio) ; fifi 2F 1ML 3% (Gibco) s DMEM & #if K%
7% 3 (Gibeo) 5 PBS 2% #h 3 (biosharp) ; CCK-8 it 7
& (R E IR IR R R (3£ .

113 W@ oY AL T 2 ATrxA Fl
ATrxA L TrxA RIS 5 W3R 1,
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Tab 1 Primer sequences
CIRY B 1751 (5'~3")
en L F:ACATGATTACGAATTCGTTCTCGAACATGATCTTGTGTTTCGAGGCC
R:TTGACCCAAACCGGATGCGCCCCG
S— F.TCCGGTTTGGGTCAATACCTCTTTCGGTTCGGG
R:CGACTCTAGAGGATCCGTGCCGATCGGAGAAGCGAAGC
_ F.GTACCCGGGGATCCTATGAGCGAACAGATCAAACACATCAGCGAC
TraA Ak R:CGACGGCCAGTGCCATTAGAGATGGCTGTCCAGGAACGCG

1.2 Jrik
1.2.1 M TrxA SRR BE  BIFME A B. pseu-
domallei W] ATrxA ¥ , & 5 Lh B. pseudomallei F&
AR, Bt R 1 TraA L3E IR 54, F
I PCRY"HE4RAF Trae A 3£ LUl A1 1% 24 600 bp Y
] 5 R B o T B[] IR S8 o 0 8 v B R R i
Fe 2 5 R OB B B Y (sacB) B9 B A BT ORE
pK18mobSacB I+, #4 @ & 41 4 f& pK18-ATrxA . #4
58 Y E2H TR 2 R OEE e ik B R W AT
S17-1\pir J& 52 25 40 L , i@ i W 3% 3% & K
pK18-ATrxA T A B. pseudomallei W' o 155 15% B
Wl Ve B B 18 £ PR B 3R R b AT O Ok A T pKS-
mobSacB Y FEME 50 | 0 8 2 58 B Uk JR] U
H LI TraA B RBR A R 28 #k o J8 o PCR A
PRI P 96 F H A 2 PR 2 B R L 3R 75 AT rx A Bk o
fE TrxA WAk A g b, B el i & 1
TraA FIANS1 W), LA B. pseudomallei 3& R 24 N FE i,
PCRY MRS TreA W A B IFHHEER
PUCP28T G b, ¥y # [l #p ik PUCP28T-TrxA.
DA B A AT 9 ATrx A Bk S 4R 5 18852 25 40 i
12 000 r/min % 0> 1 min WS Bk, 35 % L3 5 A
4 °CHVe TRKBER B A, 2 3R i —IRTE %
Je K AR E T 100 pL TCE K H, B B, pseudo-
mallei B2 2540 . B 10wl #4 #4554 [ 4 SR A
B. pseudomallei FZ A5 W T, & T 0K B HE 30 min
J& L 1R 2.5 kV RN T Ak o i SE LR ST
RIAA 900 pl LB 8532 IR 5] B %8 15 mL 85048
W, 7R 37 °C 80 r/min A4 N WHE IR P A 5 B 5% 3 he
23 4 000 r/min B0 5 min Y8 B W, 7 900 pl |
T, PR B 100 pL SRR AR . R T A BRI A B
A 100 pg/mL B A% BE A 100 pg/mL KK % & HY
LB [ 85 77 5k b, 37 Ciffr & 15 % 24 h, BRICHR TR 7%
i PCR %G UEJ2 A5 MR i o

1.22 ARKMLWNE 535 PEWT ATrxA K&
ATrxA I TrxA R BAE 7% , 3R T 5 mL LB
R BE B o ATrxA DI TrxA B. pseudomallei tk
B g e R AAMINA S pL A mEdTAE R . KA,
W & B MR T 37 °C L 220 r/min S5 T 4R K 5 %
12~18 h, K H#% 1: 100 KB L AT fe R 3%, B &
B ODyo=0.5. B J , >R FHT i LB 35 552 506 1
Hii B 22 OD g =0.01, I K & Bk T8 T A ML 200 plL 42 Fif
F 96 fLA R AR E 3R AL K 96 FLA E
TZ U RE bR A, T 37 CE A F 47 i 22 Wi
A2 il A A Rl 2

1.2.3 WK3Be M E  B. pseudomallei (8537 5
e ATk I BTk o A% A0S B OB B 2 ODy =
0.1, B 2 pLL B8 38 N T 0.3% BUAR 1Y LB FE B 4k B
BVHrb e B PHCE T 37 CHE A B R R
JE43 00 T 24 .48 .72 hill & I 90 sk vk 2l B T AR R/
PLPEAl 41 B 1932 SRk )

1.2.4 HWEIE RGeS0l E  B. pseudomallei 1)
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ODy,=0.1, 0 2 mL P& WA T T o 3 55 1048 R0 24 4L
M 76 37 CRpE 85 % . 403l T 24 .48 .72 h WL Jf
0 SR A W BT JA 00, 45 5 45 A 58 % €8 1 X A )
o B HEAT 8 RO E o FE SR FH 45 & 55 e 40 1 D
AW Y BLRE J0 B, Y B 3R Gk B E B RS L S22
W 55 24 FLAR 09 T, I8 PBS 3252 Uk U 26 T 72
B Rl A B 30K . A 2 mL B B 4 “C L 2o
o W H R O O PBS PR FLAR 35 L A
1% 45 i 58 15 W% T % 0, 20 min, £ R £ A YLk IF
FH PBS Uk 31K o fieJa A 33% & TR % ffk It 4 7
FLIR FFLEE b 25 i 28 Ju bk, B 200 pL IS B 2
96 fLH 1 , £ OD="595 nm P K T il & WL JE .
1.2.5 AR 25 PE 0 I 2 Pk 2 A TR VR 4 A
TR, T & 0.5 27 IR HL i B J5 , B 50 pll 1
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5 T ) S ) B TR A T 100wl i N & e AE 2 R R
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EP & o 245 HU M B 5 U A fE JC DT LB Al |, 37 °C
WEE 24 h, B TR I R
1.2.7 YUIEAFIG S8 B. pseudomallei W5 37 5 1%
T ERETE . #1104 AS49 40 g F Fh T 96 4L
B L, 37 °C 5% CO %M FHiFE 24 h s L 3
B3R T O G M B R, 9T MOT=50 %
H A5 I A B. pseudomallei T % G 4 i, 8% e 15 [
7916 ho PBS¥E# 3 & L&Y 5 N A CCK-8 T4
WOFIF 30 min, fiz e 8 o AR AU E 450 nm K
RO WG BE AR, 0 VAR B B. pseudomaller JE Yk 4R
JHL B A0 3
1.2.8 AL N BRE 1 I E  B. pseudomallei 1)
U R AW R A G 1B LR AWER R R T <)
ODy,=0.1, H| J A 2 B b 2 Wl OF W 5 ik A 1
MH #z , 76 MH |7 & T W 2 H 25 8048 7, 9%
10 pL 9 0.1% H,O, % ez H 25 4t 7 1,37 °C
FE 5% 24 b 0 0 P AR
129 Hit2 b fi H GraphPad Prism 10 ##F
HATGE 50 B o 2N BL R TH BE AT ¢ 462 55, 2 [
Ll 35 0 SR R AR LT A 38 o 22 20 B0 L A {2 [
ENIE =R TR T 6 ol A N ) < o M RV
B 3R, P<0.05 AERAFIT¥E L.
2 #R
2.1 TrxA SRIHE 0] £h PR 1 3k

P ) 5 20 5 H o e A i O iR L A T
ATrxA B 5 ATrxA : TrxA &, F B B tb vk 5
FE LA AT S0, DR 1,
2.2 TrxA W B. pseudomallei i £

15 37 CHAF T ATrxA MRS WT £ K & A7
TEM R 2R, 5SWTHI,ATrxA A KHEZ R
G, FE A KX BT S 4 A R) PR A 8 /NI AE R A A
14 /B (E A5 A, 3R 256 40 /MG
ATrxA 5 WT W AKIMEL R ES I ERZ G

2000 bp

1000 bp
750 bp
500 bp

250 bp
100 bp

M:DNA marker; A: WT 2 BB A1 08 7 /R F8 1 Bk 5 B: ATrx A 2R SH
171 S0 B JRFE B PR 5 C o ATrxA T Trx A 2 BLEAA 5 82 JR B B Bk s D« B
leopiist
Bl1 ATrxAFATrxA::TrxA X EEASE RERKIRE
4% FE ik 36 1iE B
Fig 1 Validation plot of agarose electrophoresis of ATrxA
and ATrxA . :TrxA Burkholderia pseudomallei

strains

ATrxA B KK Z Wl WT, 1 ATrxA T TrxA
MAERKMES WT EAESE., RUEIERERKR
BT, TrxA 1E B. pseudomallei F= 1 1y 1) B A7 ¥ /E
i b 4k S A K, B, pseudomallei W] RE 3 1 HiAll
S DR O X Trx A B BRI I A o fRAE 42 °Cg
T A 5N  ATexA BRIV AE KB EI LT WT
FATrxA DD TrxA BRI 240 T 45 3, R TrxA 1)
BT B HIES T B. pseudomaller %F 55 I ¥4 35 #4386
KBRS, WA 2A B,
2.3 ATrxA W5 B. pseudomallei #fiz 5l G

R A TrxA Xt B. pseudomallei iz 5 g 11 14 5
My, X7 WT ,ATrxA & ATrxA @ TrxA ¥R 7E 24 .48
72 hin B TK B RE T 53 B AT ARG AT A A, S
U a5 R WK 78 Lk 34N RS, AT rx A iUk 3 B T
U B /N F WT il ATrxA 1@ TrxA # (P<<0.05) .
MHZ T, ATxA I TrxA BRI Tk S BE 1 5 W T 3%
A—, FIRZERFRW, TrxA M H K B8 T
B. pseudomallei W) iz 3 G8 77 , $& 7~ TrxA 78 94 2
B. pseudomallei iz i 14 J5 1 7] 58 & 4% CHEAE H , UL
K 3A B,
2.4  ATrxA #3% B. pseudomallei ¥k = ¥ 5 B Y
fiE

>R A L6 R D' T2 0 % HE B WT VAT rxA
K ATrxA o TrxA Bk A W) R BLRE ), JF #6177 58
b e 455 R AE 24 h, ATrxA B 14 A= 9 I i
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s - ATrxA::TrxA
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B
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0.64 = ATrxA
g & ATrxA:TrxA
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0.2

0.0 T T 1

§ 12 16 20 24
ASFIVEBRAE 37 CHAF T B AR N E B 3R AR AE 42 CAAF T Y
A2k
2 WT.ATrxAATrxA:: TrxA X EEBESE/REFEK
KL
Fig2 Growth curves of WT, ATrxA, and ATrxA::TrxA

Burkholderia pseudomallei strains

R ET WT 5 ATrxA :: TrxA £ (P<<0.000 1),
SR, B 48 h J2 72 Wit , ATrx A B 4 4 B I8 1 it 5
HAE 24 hi A5, R WG I ; WT 5 ATrxA 1D TrxA
PR B AR ) R5E T B o T A I S T R S R . R
T2 h =FHZ AP Y i 22 R RS iR E
(P>0.05), Z&5 KR TrxATE B. pseudomallei "t
Yy BETE B 5k B b T e R 4R B Bt i 45 4R .

A B

Swimming circle area (cm?)

TrxA 85, 4 T AT G838 o 98 57 4 Ak i JeR 28 Bl
TG A 1 22 BIL TR 7R R (24 h) £ i AR ) T Y
HGHE i A0S SeiE s Ee S 2 R A2 T, WT
5 ATrxA D TrxA BRI B AR Y IR 72 0 2B E
PR ATET2 Wik B 5 ATrxA M H 1K, TrxA
A BE o R 4R M A 20 A R S e S A L T
Az W) B TE 1 ) B ] g A v & 488 55 VR D, L G W]
AE 3 B0 W BRS04 i O H R 22 PR WL A
4A~C,
2.5 TrxA W B. pseudomallei BT 251

TEXT WT . ATrxA . ATrxA @ TrxA #4725 %)
TR LB 1 S B 25 SR R, ATrx A R Sk Al 2 4t
A2 2K MIC 8 W'T Bk T8 TH 57, 0 25 1 389 5% , MIC
H290 WT i 2% . BEAh, ATrxA XK R 2 A
i B MIC i 24 2 65 09 T o 8 FE 3 4 Bt
R ATrA L TrxA USRI E £ 5 WT A
RN SR (o S U/ a1 Nl o L =B R o ]
PE A — B R EE R 25 P T . KR E
TrxA W6k BEAK T B. pseudomallei 3f 2 Fh i 4 &
A BB L T Trx A B9 [0 4 K B 58 2 0 % iz R AL, 4
W 5K 91 %R B TrxA K BETE B. pseudomallei $t 25 1
7T KA DI RE L AH B. pseudomallei Y A AR R B |y
TrxA £ W2 B. pseudomallei 3§ 31 A 2 OB S 7
oA —EE ] WL 2,
2.6 ATrxAB. pseudomaller ¥ %5 15 3= 4H L 19 5 B
DR EE]

A WT  ATrxA K& ATrxA :: TrxA £ % 15 &
4 B 26 B B 0 A SR B0 45 R UK |, 7E DL MOT=50 & L

* ok sk
[ [ [
T e sk ko ATrxA
200 EEwT
B ATrxA:TrxA
150
100
50
0
24 48 72
Time (h)

A 3FPERETE 24 48 .72 hiN 9 1Kk 2 T B B« 3PP R AE 24 48 .72 h Nk 3 T 7= AR T AR G54 F 40 07 3" P<<0.05, " P<C0.001, """ P<<0.000 1
B3 WT.ATAATxA: TrxA ZEEBAREREFRKRKFI B TR LE

Fig3 Comparison of swimming circle areas of WT, ATrxA, and ATrxA . TrxA Burkholderia pseudomallei strains
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ATrxA WT ATrxA ‘TrxA ATrxA

WT ATrxA::TrxA

@ ®@>l

C
sesfeskeok *
& I
4o FEEX *
y—l ATrxA
3 L = WT
% mm ATrxA::TrxA
8 21
1_
0-
24 48 72
Time (h)

A 3FNFMRAE 24 48 .72 hINF % A= ) BT 1 0 (ol A L2298 ) s B2 3 AN A R 7E 24 .48 .72 hIRF 9 4= W BRI B 175 150 (285 il 28 e G W e B I 72 75 ) 5 C

3PN ER PR AE 24 .48 .72 hif A B A A Y R S B s P<<0.05, 7
B4 WT.ATrxAATxAU TrxA R EEAZTERERREWEREK

"P<0.000 1

BE N HI LB

Fig4 Comparison of biofilm formation capacity of WT, ATrxA, and ATrxA .. TrxA Burkholderia pseudomallei strains

£2 WTATAATXAL TXA R BEAEEREEKREESR
INIE R E (ug/mL)
Tab 2 Minimum inhibitory concentration of drug sensitivity of
WT, ATrxA, and ATrxA::TrxA Burkholderia pseudomallei
strains (pg/mL)

YR 259 ATrxA wT ATrxA:: TrxA
3. 700 fib i 2 1 1
3k 160 nit fi5 16 8 16
DRTIEVS 8 4 8
KR <4 <4 4
IEES >8 <4 >3
3 L fi 4 2 4
FAEHU B <2 <2 2
2NNy <1 <1 <1
WR 37 75 R <8 <8 <8
RKER =16 >16 >16
ZAHR >16 >16 >16
WEHL PGB /MR U <4/<<4  <4/<4 <4/<4
BTk & 64 32 32
ZHWED >8 >3 >3
kAR /7 1 4/2 <4/<<2 <4/<2
BRI/ ORI 4R <8/<<2  <{8/<2 <8/<2
ZHERE >3 >8 >3
R/ I <8/<4  <8/<4 <8/<4
e 16 4 8
ZVHR <4 <4 <4
AFR 8 <8 <8
W fHe 3 <1 <1 <1
P4 ) 1 <1 <1
575 B W <2/<<38 <<2/<38 <2/<38

ASA9 AN 1 h s, R BE 21 AS49 40 i E A9 ATrxA 1)
B BT WT 5 ATrxA Tt TrxA 2B #1] A549
g b e, Bt gt k 2 R A Gt
B (P<C0.01), FH TrxA¥E B. pseudomallei i fft
fei 3 20 ok R v AT B K AR T, LB R T
9 T B. pseudomallei %t 15 3 20 L 2 B 68 71 , 1% 3=
AUA]3E i Trx A B9 [BIAMS BIWKA, ULIE 5A (B,
2.7 ATrxA W59 B. pseudomallei ¥ X} 15 = 40 19
1

CCK-8 #F- 1l WT .ATrxA K ATrxA :: TrxA ¥
X i T 40 B A A S SR 25 SR R L 7E LA MOT=50 /&
e AS49 4 16 hJ5 , ATrxA J& e i 40 i 77 3% R 2
F65% , B BT WT A1 ATrxA D TrxA BG4 (5
THMMEAATE RN R 50%), HAGHair s, HEs
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